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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on May 
16, 2007 in which claims 1-3 and 20 have been amended. Claims 1-28 are currently 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent - 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-12, 14, 16-20, 22-26, and 28 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kiyomoto et al. (US 7,003,315). 

Regarding claims 1, 20, and 23, Kiyomoto teaches a wireless communication 
terminal (dual mode terminal in fig. 2), comprising: an operating unit such as input unit 
14, reception field level detecting means for detecting the field level of the received 
radio wave, a control unit for controlling the terminal (i.e., the terminal detects the 
received field strength and the control unit compares the RSSI and Ec/lo with threshold 
values Ar and Ae, col. 5, line 37 to col. 6, line 5), a storage unit (memory 13), a plurality 
of wireless communication units each matching a different communication system (i.e., 
AMPS and CDMA, col. 7, lines 7-30), and switch-over means for switching over one to 
another of the wireless communication units (i.e., controller 12 includes a system 
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selection control), wherein: the terminal selects one of the communication systems on 
the basis of the reception threshold field level of a first communication system that is 
currently selected and that of another second communication system (col. 6, line 35 to 
col. 7, line 27). 

Regarding claim 2, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal initiates execution detection of 
the reception of the threshold field level of the second communication system when the 
reception of the threshold field level of the first communication system that is currently 
selected has become equal to or below a first threshold (col. 7, lines 7-50). 

Regarding claims 3, 4, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal selects the second 
communication system when the reception of the threshold field level of the first 
communication system is equal to or below a second threshold that is lower than the 
first threshold and communication with the second communication system is possible 

t 

(col. 7, line 45 to col. 8, line 23). 

Regarding claim 5, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal holds information on whether 
or not any communication system has priority (i.e., system measurement is stored for 
comparison, col. 7, lines 34-60). 

Regarding claim 7, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal selects the second 
communication system has priority and communication with the second communication 
system is possible (col. 8, lines 13-54). 

Regarding claim 9, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal executes detection of the 
reception of the threshold field level of the first communication system at prescribed 
intervals of time (col. 5, line 57 to col. 6, line 25). 
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Regarding claim 10, Kiyomoto teaches detecting the quality of the signal for for 
selection of system. Kiyomoto fails to teach a detection unit for detecting a prescribed 
operation of the terminal wherein: when the prescribed operation is done at the terminal, 
the terminal executes detection of the reception field level of the second communication 
system, (col. 5, line 57 to col. 6, line 25, and cos. 7-8). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Kiyomoto further teaches the terminal selects the second 
communication system when communication with the first communication system is 
impossible and communication with the second communication system is possible (cols. 
7-8). 

Regarding claim 12, Kiyomoto further teaches the terminal determines possibility 
or impossibility of communication according to a prescribed threshold (cpl. 5 and cols. 
7-8). 

Regarding claim 14, 22, and 28, Kiyomoto further teaches the terminal selects 
the second communication system when the second communication system has priority 
and communication with the second communication system is possible (cols. 7-8). 

Regarding claim 16, Kiyomoto further teaches the terminal is foldable (typical in 
conventional cellular phone). 

Regarding claims 17, 24, Kiyomoto further teaches the prescribed operation is an 
operation to unfold the terminal (i.e., unfold the cellular phone to receive/transmit a call, 
typical in conventional phone). 

Regarding claims 18, 25, Kiyomoto further teaches the prescribed operation is an 
operation on the operating unit (i.e., dialing a number using the input unit 14). 
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Regarding claims 19, 26, Kiyomoto further teaches a specific key (such power 
on/off or talk/end call are typical keys for cellular phone illustrated in fig. 2), wherein: the 
prescribed operation is an operation on the specific key (i.e., pressing the end key). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6, 8, 13, 15, 21, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Byrne et al. (US 5,659,598) in view of Williams et al. (US 6,363,246). 

Regarding claims 6, 13, 21, and 27, Kiyomoto teaches the terminal issues a 
notice signal when the second communication system has priority and communication 
with the second communication system is possible. 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. 
Williams teaches an interface that controls light emitting diodes which are used to 
indicate to the user which system the PCC is currently receiving; for example a system 
identifier may appear in the display of the PCC 101 to indicate the user which system he 
is in (col. 4, lines 17-39, col. 11, lines 33-44, and col. 12, lines 31-42). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, 
to implement the technique of Williams within the system Kiyomoto in order that the 
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indication enables the user to determine which system he is in and decide whether he 
wishes to complete a radiotelephone in the indicated system. 

Regarding claims 8, 15, Kiyomoto teaches a display unit (15) and a speaker unit 
(10). Kiyomoto does not specifically teach a notice signal is at least either a display on 
the display unit or a sound emitted by the speaker unit. 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. 
Williams teaches an interface that controls light emitting diodes which are used to 
indicate to the user which system the PCC is currently receiving; for example a system 
identifier may appear in the display of the PCC 101 to indicate the user which system he 
is in (col. 4, lines 17-39, col. 11, lines 33-44, and col. 12, lines 31-42). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, 
to implement the technique of Williams within the system Kiyomoto in order that the 
indication enables the user to determine which system he is in and decide whether he 
wishes to complete a radiotelephone in the indicated system. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-28 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Applicant argues that Kiyomoto and Williams fail to teach the terminal issues 
a notice signal when the second communication system has priority and communication 
with the second communication system is possible. However, the Examiner disagrees 
with the preceding argument. Kiyomoto teaches the quality of system having a higher 
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priority order of selection is detected. Williams teaches a light emitting diode is used to 
indicate to the user which system the PCC is camped on, and once the signaling 
channel of a system is being monitored and subsequently used, a visual indication is 
given to the PCC transceiver user. The indicated signal used by the user is the one the 
Examiner interprets as the one having priority. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-5 and 
claims 7-19 is maintained and the rejection is made final. 

The Applicant further argues that Kiyomoto fails to teach wherein the threshold is 
used to initiates the detection of the strength of the second system and the second 
system is used to switch to that system. However, the Examiner disagrees with the 
preceding argument. Kiyomoto teaches a control selection for the selection of the 
optimum system. Kiyomoto teaches system having high reception quality is selected 
based on comparison of threshold value Ar and Ae. Therefore, the system of Kiyomoto 
is capable of performing the function of the claims 20-23. The rejection is maintained 
and the rejection is made final. 

The Applicant further argues that Kiyomoto fails to teach a prescribed operation 
used to control the detection of the second system signal strength. However, the 
Examiner disagrees with the preceding argument. Kiyomoto teaches if the detected 
signal from the first system does not meet the requirement of the reception quality, a 
second system is checked if the reception quality is selected, the second system is 
selected. Therefore, the system of Kiyomoto is capable of performing the function of the 
claims 23-28. The rejection is maintained and the rejection is made final. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean A. Gelin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7842. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 AM to 7:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on (571) 272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JGelin JEAN GELIN 



February 25, 2008 




